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of a mate in the states where most of
them lived, Indians now formed a
small band of people set apart from
Americans by what truly must have
seemed a great white wall.” 

Who were the key activists behind
the political awakening that followed?
What were the institutions they creat-
ed? How did they go about mobiliz-
ing and organizing a nascent com-
munity to fight for their civil rights?
And how did it lead to President Harry
S Truman’s signature on the Luce-
Celler Bill on July 2, 1946, which
ended four decades of what President
Franklin D. Roosevelt had called
“statutory discrimination against the
Indians”? The big change the bill
made for Indian immigrants in
America was that it gave them the
right to become U.S. citizens. 

Gould, a distinguished scholar of
South Asian Studies at the University
of Virginia reveals how the lobbying
efforts of a handful of politically savvy
South Asians in America would lead
to the ultimate political breakthrough
persuading significant sections of the
American public, a majority of the
U.S. Congress, and indeed the
President himself, to decisively sup-
port independence for India.

Furthermore, he explains how they
took the critical step in institution
building by reaching out to sympa-
thetic groups and individuals in the
United States.

But apparently it was Rawalpindi-
born Sardar Jagjit Singh, known as
J.J., who emerged as the “maestro of
the final phase of the India Lobby’s
trek through American history.” It was
he who mastered the art of fitting into
the social and political mainstream.
One observer has commented that
J.J. “never made a nuisance of him-
self” yet he “covered miles in
Congressional hallways.” Gould says
that J.J.’s immersion in the econom-
ic life and cosmopolitan lifestyle of
New York, transformed him into a
suave, highly Westernized Indian, an
“unshorn Sikh,” who mastered the art
of fitting into the American social and
political mainstream.

Basically, according to Gould, J.J.
became a “one-man lobby” gaining
control of the India League of

America and making it, along with the
Indian Chamber of Commerce which
he founded, the focal point of a lob-
bying machine which took the lead in
projecting the South Asian message
in Washington, New York and
throughout the country. Indeed, it was
with great foresight that J.J. proposed
that the League pay less attention to
culture and philosophy and more to
politics and propaganda. He also
proposed that the League abandon its
policy of restricting its membership
to Indians and that it should go about
corralling some prominent American
members.

J.J.’s lobbying style in Washing-
ton was colorfully described to the
author by Robert Crane, a former
State Department official and scholar
who knew J.J. well: “He…used to
come down to D.C. two or three times
a week, where he would rent a suite in
one of the best hotels in town, put out
a very nice bar, and then hold a press
conference which was announced in
advance. He would manage to get on
the press wires and ticker tapes. He
was so shrewd. He always brought a
Congressman or a Senator with him,
which naturally drew a crowd…He
had a genius for PR.”

J.J. believed that the American
business community might be
brought on board if one could con-
nect the immigration question and
political freedom for India to the
post-war potential for expanded
American trade with India. J.J.
stressed this potentiality in a state-
ment he gave before Congress in
early 1945. “The 400 million East
Indians represent a great untapped
trade reservoir,” he declared. “There
exists over there a great demand for
American goods.”

According to Gould, the India
Lobby gelled and reached its climax
during World War II. By then Indians
had learned how to work the system,
had become media savvy and con-
structed political networks.

Gould reminds us: “By today’s
standards, of course, their efforts and
their accomplishments would appear

to be modest in the extreme. But in
the context of their time, and given
the limited manpower and material
resources available to them, their
effort was remarkable; their accom-
plishments impressive.”

This was also a time when the
India Lobby developed what Gould
calls a “mole” in the State Depart-
ment. One of the newsworthy high-
lights of Gould’s book is that he has
publicly identified this man—an aca-
demic colleague to whom the book is
dedicated: Robert Crane.

According to Gould, a confidential
memo, prepared by William Phillips,
the U.S. special envoy to pre-inde-
pendence India, addressed to
President Franklin D. Roosevelt and
highly critical of British policy
towards Indian freedom, fell into the
hands of Drew Pearson, a syndicated
columnist of The Washington Post.
Phillips believed that the war effort in
Asia had been placed in jeopardy by
what he viewed as British arrogance
and intransigence. Phillips insisted
that the British should, as a gesture 
to the nationalists, unequivocally
declare their intention to grant inde-
pendence to India once the war
ended. Pearson’s disclosure of the
ambassador’s comments in the Post
caused a sensation in Washington,
and proved to be a public relations
windfall for the India Lobby.

Gould says that Pearson was fed
the information through Crane, who
died in 1997. Crane, who later
became a noted historian of South
Asia, was, during this period, an
obscure junior officer on the India
Desk in the Division of Cultural
Relations in the State Department. As
the child of missionary parents, he
had spent his early years in Bengal. 

This is a vastly important book for
all South Asian Americans as well as
Americans interested in the historical
linkages with the subcontinent. It is
their story.

Francis C. Assisi is a columnist
for the California-based portal
indolink.com LI
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arold Gould’s illuminating and engaging
study of Indo-U.S. relations is newsworthy
in several respects. For the first time, we
are given a blow-by-blow account of how
the “India Lobby” succeeded in its

endeavors in Washington, D.C during the 1940s.
Secondly, the book goes on to identify a Department
of State official, a scholar Gould calls a friend, who
helped that lobbying effort by bringing their cause to
the attention of the American press and public. 

Finally, Gould’s book places in perspective the
pro-India lobbying efforts of present-day groups such
as the U.S. India Political Action Committee, the India
Caucus in the U.S. Congress, the Friends of India
group in the Senate, and organizations such as the
Indian American Forum for Political Education.

Despite their meager numbers—fewer than 5,000
in North America by 1910—South Asians had begun
the process of political mobilization in America. Their
goal: to secure freedom from British rule back home
in India and be assured of their civil rights in America. 

In her own book, historian Joan Jensen has tallied
the plight of South Asians in America during that peri-
od: “Excluded from immigration, prosecuted for their
political activities, threatened with deportation,
excluded from citizenship, denaturalized, excluded
from land ownership, and regulated even in the choice
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manufactured drugs. The Indian policy also
met with U.S. criticism with regard to the
patent term, which was far shorter than the 20
years mandated by the World Trade
Organization. The term for an Indian patent for
chemicals, food, medicines and drugs was
seven years from the date of filing the applica-
tion or five years from the date of sealing,
whichever was shorter. In the case of other
products, the patent term was 14 years from
the date of filing the complete specification.
The Patent Act also made provision for the use
of patented inventions by the government to
ensure that there is no scarcity of patented arti-
cles and their prices do not go up. This law did
not allow the patenting of atomic energy and
living organisms. Thus, the Indian law came
into conflict with the American law, which
allowed wider patenting.

The 1980s witnessed enhanced Indo-U.S.
cooperation in science and technology. A sig-
nificant step was the Science and Technology
Initiative in 1982 and its renewal in 1985 for
another three years. There were successful joint
ventures in the fields of health, agriculture, bio-
mass, solid-state sciences, electronics, com-
puters, precision instrumentation and software
development. This cooperation, however, was
threatened by the U.S. insistence on changes in
Indian patent laws. The United States specifi-
cally wanted India to introduce product patents
in all categories and extend their duration.
India, however, opposed these alterations as
they would come in the way of new research
findings and perpetuate monopolies. 

Though the Science and Technology
Initiative was renewed after India accepted the
inclusion of Trade-Related Aspects of
Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) in the
1986-94 Uruguay Round of world trade talks,
the patent issue remained unresolved. In
1989, the United States named India among
the eight countries that were on a “priority
watch-list” for violation of American intellec-
tual property rights. 

At the Uruguay talks, India emphasized the
need for more favorable treatment for develop-
ing nations in the area of patents and trade-
marks. It also proposed that they should be
given the freedom to adapt their domestic leg-
islation to their economic development and
the needs of their people. The Indian govern-
ment attempted to bring certain changes
through the Patent Amendment Act of 1994-
95. It failed due to the opposition of the
domestic industry and no alterations were
made until 1998. 

There were several changes in the 1990s,
in the post Cold War scenario, when national

interests were associated with greater eco-
nomic participation at the international level.
The government was supported in its efforts
to promote change by industrial bodies like
the Confederation of Indian Industry,
Associated Chambers of Commerce and
Industry of India, Federation of Indian
Chambers of Commerce and Industry and the
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research.
In May 2002, India fulfilled part of its com-
mitment to the international community by
extending the pharmaceutical patent protec-
tion from seven to 20 years and enacted the
TRIPS-compliant Trademarks Act, Copyright
Act and Designs Registration Act.

The main roadblock in the path of better
relations with the United States was removed
with the ratification of the Patent (Amendment)
Act, 2005, by the Indian Parliament in April
2005. The Act was significant due to the intro-
duction of the product patent regime. It
changed several aspects of intellectual proper-
ty with special impact on the biotechnology
and pharmaceutical industries. It granted a 20-
year term from the filing date of applications
including for “mailbox applications” (which
had been filed since 1995). 

The positive effect of the Act was wit-
nessed during the visit of President George
W. Bush to India in March 2006. India is now
seen as a lucrative market and investment
center. The two countries began cooperation
in the field of space, health and defense.
Hopes were raised for enhanced strategic
cooperation and expansion in commerce. 

The Act has brought several welcome
changes. Yet its Section 3(d) has raised a con-
troversy because it does not recognize that
new uses of known substances can be patent-
ed, on the grounds that they do not fulfill the
“inventive step” requirement. The patenting of
traditional knowledge is also an issue of con-
tention and often misunderstandings between
developed and developing countries. The
recent hubbub over false reports that yoga
practices had been patented in the United
States is one such example. Some other
issues like the creation and management of
legal and other infrastructure, labor law
reforms and slow decision-making processes
still cast a shadow on the relations. The two
nations have traveled a long way since the
1980s and there are hopes that this upward
trend will continue. 

Manuka Khanna is a reader in the
Department of Political Science, Lucknow
University. She has also written the book,
Indo-U.S. Relations During the
Presidency of Ronald Reagan. 


